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Auburn Intermodal Passenger Center
NH 7903(00)E
Environmental Assessment
March 2007

Auburn Intermodal Passenger Center
Comments on the Environmental
Assessment
Introduction
The Auburn Intermodal Passenger Center Environmental Assessment was
released for public review on January 2, 2007. The comment period ended on
January 31, 2007. A public hearing was held on January 18th, 2007 at 7:00 pm, at
the Androscoggin Valley Council of Governments in Auburn, Maine. Following
is a list of substantive comments received during the public comment period and
at the public hearing as well as responses to those comments. Enclosed are also
copies of written letters received, a copy of the notice of availability, a copy of the
sign-in sheet from the public hearing, and a transcript of the public hearing.
Written Commentators with substantive comments
Jay Clement, Army Corps of Engineers
Summary of Comment and Response, page 1
Commentators, with substantive comments, who spoke during the Public
Hearing
Chris Andreasson Vermont Transit
Summary of Comment and Response, page 2
Gene Uhuad, Maine Department of Transportation
Summary of Comment and Response, page 3
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Response to Comments on the
Environmental Assessment

A list of the agencies, organizations, and interested parties to whom copies of the Draft Environmental
Assessment (EA) were sent is provided in Chapter 7 of the EA. Comments on the EA were accepted until
January 31, 2007. This section provides the Proponent’s responses to specific comments received during the
comment period.
Written comments were received from the following organizations and individuals during the comment
period for the EA:




U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Androscoggin County Chamber of Commerce (ACCC)
Androscoggin Transportation Resource Center (ATRC)

A public hearing was held on January 18, 2007. The following individuals issued substantive comments
during the hearing:




Rick Cloutier (Auburn-Lewiston Municipal Airport)
Chris Andreasson (Vermont Transit Lines)
Gene Uhuad (MaineDOT)

Charles Morrison from the Androscoggin County Chambers of Commerce, Bob Thompson from the
Androscoggin Transportation Resource Center, and Mr. Cloutier from the Auburn Lewiston Municipal
Airport submitted comments in support of the proposed intermodal center.
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Mr. Jay Clement)
Mr. Jay Clement of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers submitted comments concerning future wetland
impacts and secondary and cumulative impacts.
He requested additional information about the impacts to wetlands in the future and if that could be
incorporated into the alternatives analysis.
Response: As noted in Chapter 2 on pages 2-1 through 2-25, the Environmental Assessment described the site selection
process and the conceptual design analysis. This screening of alternatives did not use wetland impacts as a criterion
because none of the alternatives proposed impacts to wetlands. The Site Alternatives were analyzed against a set of
criteria developed by MaineDOT and the PAC to determine which site offered the most reasonable and practicable
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solution for satisfying the Purpose and Need. Table 2-1 in the Environmental Assessment presents a summary of the
evaluation and lists the criteria considered. The Environmental Assessment discussed that Alternatives 1 through 5
were not carried forward because those alternatives were not consistent with the project’s Purpose and Need.
Although the proposed project will not impact any wetlands, other projects in the vicinity could impact existing
wetlands. The Lewiston Auburn Municipal Airport has conceptual plans in their airport master plan for the
construction of future apron, which would be located adjacent to the project site. Construction of this apron could
impact existing wetlands. At this time, however, the Airport has not identified a time frame or funding for construction
of the apron. Because the apron is not currently considered part of the proposed project and because construction of this
apron could occur with or without implementation of the proposed project, no direct (i.e., filling) or indirect impacts to
this wetland would occur due to the AIPC. Therefore, it was not considered as a criterion under the intermodal’s
alternatives analysis.
He also stated that “The secondary impact discussion could benefit from reference to available resource
information to project natural resource impacts. For example, when you talk about development zones, add
the available resource information. The cumulative impact discussion should reflect the community’s
projections for development impacts in the industrial park.”
Response: Resource information for areas subject to secondary and cumulative impacts was described with readily
available resource information in the relevant sections and impacts were quantified when known. On page 4-18 and 419 of the EA, Past and Current Actions and Reasonably Foreseeable Future Actions that could impact wetlands were
discussed. Development of the Auburn Industrial Park is discussed on page 4-20 and impacts to wetlands from this
development are discussed on page 4-21 of the EA. Although not all impacts could be quantified, the EA discussed that
impacts to wetlands would occur. Foreseeable actions included the proposed runway extension and apron expansion
(would disturb 2,000 square feet of wetlands) and the Auburn Industrial Park (the extent of impact to wetlands is
unknown).
Subsequent to preparation and distribution of the EA, it was discovered that the Auburn Industrial Park project was
modified. Since data collection for the EA, the industrial park site has grown to approximately 150 acres in size.
Available resource information indicates that large portions of the Industrial Park area appear to be upland wetland.
Therefore, the wetland impacts for the industrial park project will increase. Recent conversations with project
proponents for the Auburn Industrial Park estimated that wetland impacts could be between 10-15 acres. 1 These
Findings include an updated evaluation of cumulative impacts associated with the Industrial Park.
Vermont Transit Lines (Mr. Chris Andreasson)
Mr. Chris Andreasson from the Vermont Transit Lines attended the public meeting and submitted comments
related to the intermodal center’s access from the interstate, Vermont Transit Lines service to the site, and
Vermont Transit Line’s future service to the area. Mr. Andreasson believed the intermodal center did not
have adequate access to I-95.

1

Gotto, Mike. Technical Services, Inc/ Sebago Technics Inc. February 9, 2007.
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Response: Site selection for the intermodal center was based on proximity to multiple modes of transportation. Proximity
to the Airport, railroad, and the Maine Turnpike is essential for the proposed AIPC to satisfy the Purpose and Need for
the project, which is to enhance integration and connectivity of the intermodal transportation system. Therefore, the
Study Area was identified as the area directly adjacent to the Airport and the SLR, and with access to the Maine
Turnpike. The site is approximately 1 mile from the Interstate and other sites would not have been as close to all three
modes of transportation.
Mr. Andreasson stated that Vermont Transit Lines currently provides service from their bus station in
Lewiston, and that it is unlikely that they would serve two stops in the Lewiston-Auburn area. Vermont
Transit Lines has not committed to serving the AIPC.
Response: The middle-growth scenario consisted of the same amount of bus service under the 2020 and 2030 middlegrowth scenarios (Table 4-1 in the Environmental Assessment). The AIPC is not tied to any specific bus service, but to
demand for intermodal services.

MaineDOT (Mr. Gene Uhuad)
Mr. Gene Uhuad from MaineDOT had several specific questions with regard to traffic modeling, intersection
traffic within the Study Area, and the compatibility of lighting at the intermodal center and the Airport.
For the traffic modeling, did you use ITE trip generation manual or actual experience?
Response: The consultant used the RSG forecast model from a prior study for some intercity travel, but these were
modified based on actual experience in analogous situations. The forecasts were done separately for each of the difference
services that were thought to use the intermodal center.
There are some intersections in the vicinity that I believe are close to capacity. The intersection of Kitty Hawk
Avenue and Washington Street- I don’t believe there is a dedicated right-turn lane there.
Response: There are no substantial adverse impacts at any of the Traffic Study Area intersections when comparing
future traffic conditions with the Preferred Alternative to future conditions without it. The traffic study shows no
negative impacts from the estimated daily traffic volume of 500 cars in 2030. Also, they will not be traveling in the peak
hours.
What kind of lighting, including parking lots, is proposed and would it interfere with the visibility of the
airport?
Response: This conceptual plan does not include lighting layout and light structures have not been evaluated, but would
be designed so it did not interfere with airport lighting. Illuminated parking lots are standard features at airports. The
lights will be designed to ensure that they do not interfere with the utilization of the airport.
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Classification:
Caveats: NONE
RE:

UNCLASSIFIED

Environmental Assessment

I have completed my review of the Environmental Assessment for the
above referenced project, dated November 2006. Since the project does
not result in a permanent or temporary discharge of dredged or fill
material into waters of the United States and does not affect navigable
waters, the Corps has no jurisdiction. Therefore the following
comments are informational in nature and may be used as you moved
forward with additional NEPA documentation and the project itself.
1. Section 1.3. The purpose statement could benefit from a more
defined focus area such as the "Lewiston/Auburn area".
2. The figures for the site alternatives should be consistent in their
labeling. For example, wetlands in Figure 2-2 are colored but they are
not in some of the other figures.
3. Section 2.2, Pages 2-17 & 2-18. If sites 3 and 5 potentially had
future wetland impact, you could add that fact to the dismissal
criteria e.g. they may also be more environmentally damaging.
4. Section 4.6.1. The secondary impact discussion could benefit from
reference to available resource information to project natural resource
impacts. For example, when you talk about areas zoned for development,
you could add that available resource information indicates that large
portions of the areas appear to be upland/wetland and therefore......
Also, since the apron project is reasonably well defined, you could be
more specific in terms of its potential impact.
5. Section 4.6.2.5. The cumulative impact discussion should reflect
the community's projections for development impacts in the industrial
park. The key proponent for development is called the Auburn Business
Development Corporation and early projections are for 10-15 acres of
wetland impact in this area. DOT may wish to contact Mike Gotto of
Technical Services, Inc./Sebago Technics, Inc. at 207-783-5656 who is
the agent for the corporation. He can undoubtedly be more specific
about the community's plans.
If you have any questions concerning this matter, please contact me at
207-623-8367 at our Manchester, Maine Project Office.
Jay Clement
Senior Project Manager
US Army Corps of Engineers
Maine Project Office
Classification: UNCLASSIFIED
Caveats: NONE
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(This public hearing was taken before

2

Tammy M. Smith, Court Reporter, on January

3

18, 2007, at the Androscoggin Valley Council
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4

of Governments, 125 Manley Road, Auburn,

5

Maine, commencing at 7:05 p.m.)

6

MS. PEREZ: Good evening. I'm Tracy

7

Perez for the Office of Passenger

8

Transportation with the MaineDOT, and thank

9

you for coming tonight. I think I recognize

10

almost everybody here. Tonight is the public

11

hearing on the Environmental Assessment for

12

the Auburn Intermodal Center. It's been a

13

long time coming, and I want to apologize for

14

that. We had a unique -- it never happened

15

to me before. The consultant firm went

16

bankrupt in the middle of the process, and we

17

were able to get a contract with Len Berteax,

18

whom many of you might remember from previous

19

meetings, to finish up the site selection

20

process; and that took longer than we had

21

hoped. But then we had to bring a new firm

22

on, VHB, to do the Environmental Assessment.

23

So it's certainly not -- people say the DOT

24

takes too long to do things, and in this

25

case, I'm afraid we really took too long.
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1

Tonight we're going to present the

2

Environmental Assessment. I'm going to give

3

you a little bit of background information.

4

This study is not part -- not out there on

5

its own, as many studies it's tied into.

6

They're concurrent. One of them is the I-295

7

study in Portland on how we're going to

8

address congestion in the Portland

9

peninsula. Because of the bridge, it's very

10

difficult to widen that road. And the reason

11

that has an impact on the Auburn study is

12

because that study is recommending that one

13

of the alternatives, rather then widening

14

295, is to have commuter rail. So that is

15

our springboard that we're using to look at

16

how do we extend rail north of Portland,

17

which is another project we're about to kick

file:///D|/Auburn%20Intermodal/Public%20Hearing/Transcript.txt (5 of 49)3/26/2007 10:44:53 AM

file:///D|/Auburn%20Intermodal/Public%20Hearing/Transcript.txt

18

off. And we're looking at bringing rail to

19

Brunswick and also to Auburn. And we don't

20

know yet whether it's going to be Amtrak or

21

commuter service. We're looking at all of

22

the options for that. The 295 study calls

23

for commuter rail from Yarmouth Junction to

24

Portland. And from Yarmouth Junction to

25

Auburn is a straight line on the same rail

5
1

line. This will be used for our analysis for

2

what's called Small Starts, and that's the

3

Federal Transit Administration's program.

4

It's a competitive program for funding for

5

new rail initiatives, and we're going to be

6

starting in the spring on the first phase of

7

the -- the feasibility study for that, and

8

that will look at rail to this area as well

9

as in the greater Portland area. It will
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look at both commuter rail and Amtrak. What

11

we also are doing -- we, the MaineDOT -- is

12

the Route 196 study, and we have a parallel

13

-- again, it's a situation where road is

14

congested, but there's rail line parallel to

15

that. MaineDOT, the State of Maine, owns

16

part of that line, not the whole line; so

17

that study too will look at the feasibility

18

for both freight and rail to take some of the

19

congestion off of 196. We will soon be

20

conducting a statewide passenger rail plan,

21

and that will be commuter rail and the Auburn

22

to Portland commuter shed, but also looking

23

at service between Lewiston and Brunswick.

24

The largest pool of employees at Bath

25

Ironworks comes from the Auburn-Lewiston

6
1

area. So again, we see this as a potential
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2

to address congestion both on 196 and in the

3

Route 1 corridor. And we're always looking

4

at opportunities where we can bring modes

5

together, rail connectivity. We can't build

6

a rail line by just having a little segment

7

between Yarmouth Junction and Auburn. It has

8

to be part of the whole line. So we're

9

starting our rail program with the Down

10

Easter, which links Portland to Boston, but

11

then moving further along the coast to

12

address the congestion in the I-295 Route 1

13

corridor and then also coming up to

14

Auburn-Lewiston area. The Small Starts will

15

look at the feasibility and determine what

16

kind of rail service is feasible in this area

17

and what is the scenario from when it will be

18

in place. The process for a New Starts

19

application, just the study, is normally five

20

years. It's done -- we do an initial

21

feasibility study, submit it to the Federal

22

Transit Administration and you then -- if
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23

they approve it, you then compete for the

24

next phase of money; so it's a competitive

25

program in three phases. So you can make the

7
1

first phase and then not come out of the

2

second phase, which is the more in depth how

3

much will it cost, sort of what we consider

4

preliminary engineering.

5

Another study that we did in 2000 was

6

the Montreal Market Study which looked at the

7

feasibility of passenger rail service from

8

Montreal to Maine. We only looked at people

9

coming from Montreal. We hired a firm that

10

specializes in tourism marketing studies.

11

They did a phone survey, and it showed then a

12

potential for about 200,000 people a season.

13

We're only looking at summer for service

14

coming done from Montreal. And of course,
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15

that, again, would come right through Auburn

16

onto St. Lawrence & Atlantic and will run

17

into Portland.

18

The Auburn Airport plan, such as the

19

master plan update and the Airport Taxiway

20

Environmental Assessment Study, which is

21

going on currently, also tie into this study.

22

This site was chosen in Lewiston-Auburn at

23

the airport for many different reasons.

24

Again, our goal was to bring as many

25

different modes as possible to one site.

8
1

This makes it -- saves us -- everybody -- it

2

saves money by not having to build multiple

3

terminals, but you also get more riders if

4

you have a synergy of people coming into an

5

area. This site had access to the Maine

6

Turnpike. It had access to the St. Lawrence
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7

& Atlantic Rail Line. The local transit

8

provider is willing to serve the area, which

9

would be very good if it did because this is

10

a major employment area too which is

11

currently not served by public transit. It

12

offers an opportunity for Park & Ride lots.

13

Again, that's very important. The Park &

14

Ride lots we have now which serve the people

15

commuting the van pools and buses to BIW are

16

at capacity; they can't hold any more people.

17

We've learned the Park & Ride lot, that if we

18

put it in the right place, they get used.

19

And the ones in Lewiston have certainly been

20

a success. And as Auburn-Lewiston becomes a

21

residential area for workers in Portland, I

22

think you're going to see more demands for

23

that. And of course, this line also allows

24

the possibility to serve the economic

25

redevelopment at the Pinelands Center. It

file:///D|/Auburn%20Intermodal/Public%20Hearing/Transcript.txt (11 of 49)3/26/2007 10:44:53 AM

file:///D|/Auburn%20Intermodal/Public%20Hearing/Transcript.txt

9
1

provides connectivity to the airport. It

2

gives us an opportunity in the future for

3

light rail service to downtown Lewiston and

4

Auburn. The potential, as I said, for rail

5

service to Montreal is already custom

6

serviced here because of the intermodal

7

facility.

8

And I'm now going to turn the meeting

9

over to Lisa Standley from VHB Consulting.

10

MS. STANDLEY: Thank you. VHB's role

11

in the project was to prepare documentation

12

that's required under the National

13

Environmental Policy Act, NEPA. This

14

documentation is required for projects that

15

require federal funding, as this does,

16

through the Federal Highway Administration.

17

So this document was prepared under the

18

requirements of NEPA to serve to determine

19

whether the project would result in any

20

significant environmental impact. As part of
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21

this there were three main phases or stages

22

to the information presented in the EA

23

describing the purpose of and the need for

24

the project, the alternatives that were

25

evaluated and the environmental impacts of

10
1

the selected alternative. I think as Tracy's

2

already said, the purpose of the intermodal

3

facility is fairly clear, to provide an

4

integrated multimodal passenger facility to

5

meet the future transportation needs. The

6

need, again, I think Tracy went through that

7

quite clearly in terms of the transportation

8

need for connection to employment centers and

9

other areas. And because currently in this

10

area there are no facilities, that would

11

connect rail and highway and airport.

12

So the site that was originally selected

file:///D|/Auburn%20Intermodal/Public%20Hearing/Transcript.txt (13 of 49)3/26/2007 10:44:53 AM

file:///D|/Auburn%20Intermodal/Public%20Hearing/Transcript.txt

13

basically was centered around the airport, as

14

you see here, and focused really on this

15

western portion of the airport as having the

16

best potential connections to rail, the

17

airport and to highways. To look in more

18

detail, the red area is the original study

19

area. Within that area they looked for sites

20

that could support an intermodal facility

21

that also were capable of having good rail

22

connections. As you can see, it goes from

23

the St. Lawrence Atlantic Railroad -- Kitty

24

Hawk Avenue is here, Flightline Drive here

25

and then the major part of the airport. The

11
1

study area was chosen based on its proximity

2

to all these transportation modes. And

3

within that study area, the preliminary site

4

selection identified six sites that could
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5

support an intermodal facility. And the six

6

sites are shown here, one pretty much at the

7

northern end of Airport Drive and the other's

8

really clustered here around the intersection

9

of Kitty Hawk and Flightline Drive, some on

10

the other side of Kitty Hawk directly

11

adjacent to the railroad, others are here

12

along Flightline between Flightline and the

13

airport. So the initial site selection which

14

looked at those looked at a wide range of

15

different criteria, most of them based around

16

transportation efficiency, would it work well

17

from transportation perspective, would it

18

accommodate everything that was needed to be

19

put on the site, was it compatible with

20

surrounding land use, did it provide enough

21

visibility that people would be able to find

22

it and did it -- could it get all the

23

municipal and state permits, particularly

24

regarding wetlands. And of those six sites,

25

Site No. 6, while only moderately favorable
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12
1

for some criteria, it was overall the best

2

site. So Site No. 6 was selected to move

3

forward for the design process. And the

4

first concept that was designed here -

5

here's Kitty Hawk, here's Flightline -- was

6

to put it here on Site 6 between Flightline

7

and the airport. This offered the potential

8

for a new railroad spur that comes off of the

9

St. Lawrence, across Kitty Hawk and comes up

10

into the site. So this was the first concept

11

that was developed for Site 6.

12

Then three different options were looked

13

at that modified that original layout to see

14

if it could work better. All of these

15

layouts have essentially the same design

16

elements. All of them require a cross into

17

the railroad of Kitty Hawk. They would have
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18

a large parking lot, an apron, a future apron

19

to connect to the airport, a railroad spur

20

and train platform, a building that would be

21

both the bus and the railroad terminal,

22

berths for somewhere between seven and

23

fourteen buses at a time, access driveways

24

and appropriate landscaping. So these three

25

options, A, B and C were all really pretty

13
1

similar, and Option C, as I'll show you, came

2

out to be the preferred alternative, the

3

preferred option of this site.

4

Option A had both the buses and the

5

parking off of Flightline, but the railroad

6

would cross the entrance to the bus parking

7

lot; and this was found not to be

8

particularly good for bus access.

9

Concept B moved the bus parking to the
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10

northern end and had the vehicle parking,

11

vehicle access coming off of Kitty Hawk.

12

That was not felt to be the best access for a

13

high volume of passenger cars because of site

14

distances and accidents, and this also puts

15

the terminal building, which is the most

16

visible part of the site, the farthest away

17

from the intersection so that people really

18

can't see it.

19

So Option C was selected as the

20

preferred option. Option C has the buses

21

entering from Kitty Hawk and turning around

22

here, the terminal building close to the

23

intersection and quite visible and the

24

parking entrance further north off of

25

Flightline. This also provided a very long

14
1

train platform so that you could actually put
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2

an eight-car train into this site. And this

3

provides about just over five hundred car

4

parking spaces and parking for seven buses at

5

any given time with some handicapped access

6

to the terminal building and space for a

7

future terminal expansion that would provide

8

access to the airport. So Alternative C was

9

finally selected as the preferred option

10

because it seems to provide the highest level

11

of safety for automobiles and pedestrians.

12

The separate entrance for buses is more

13

efficient. It minimizes potential bus-rail

14

conflicts. It has good conductivity between

15

different transportation modes, as I said,

16

larger trains, and also just the setup of the

17

site esthetically as to landscaping and

18

provided the best visibility from the

19

street.

20

MS. PEREZ: When we had the Advisory

21

Committee meeting, it was very important to

22

them that this be a gateway to the area and

23

it have a really good esthetic presence.
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24

That was a strong reason for putting the

25

parking in the back so that it didn't just

15
1
2

look like a great big parking lot.
MS. STANDLEY: And I think as Tracy

3

also mentioned, this site is what we call at

4

a conceptual design level. The design will

5

be much further refined, so elements of it

6

could change and be adjusted as it goes to

7

that future design process. But we did our

8

Environmental Impact Analysis based on Site

9

C, and the Environmental Impact Analysis

10

looked at the full range of resources that

11

could potentially be impacted by construction

12

and operation of the intermodal facility, and

13

the ones that particularly came out as being

14

potentially affected were noise, noise of

15

trains, noises of buses, air quality. A
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16

resource agency had concerns about

17

threatening endangered species. Wetlands and

18

traffic were really the primary issues that

19

the EA looked at. We found that in none of

20

these categories was there a significant

21

adverse impact, that the trains and buses

22

would create some additional noise, but it

23

would be an imperceptible change in the

24

existing noise given truck traffic and

25

airport operations, that air quality -- when

16
1

this facility operates primarily as a Park &

2

Ride with buses and vehicles, there's an

3

overall regional improvement in air quality

4

because it takes cars off of the road. With

5

the operation of the train, there's a

6

possibility it could actually decrease air

7

quality slightly because the diesel train
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8

does increase emissions of air pollutants.

9

There's no threatened endangered species

10

habitat. The conceptual design doesn't

11

impact wetlands. There's no substantial

12

traffic impact at any of the intersections

13

that were studied that lead up to this

14

facility.

15

In terms of traffic -- the traffic

16

forecast was done for the future year of 2030

17

and considered really the full bill, the

18

maximum traffic impact which included having

19

the train accessing the site. At the maximum

20

with the train at the site, there would be a

21

total of 728 vehicle trips in and out of the

22

site throughout the day. Most of those would

23

actually not be during the peak traffic

24

hours. They would be disbursed throughout

25

the day and not contribute to congestion at
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17
1
2

any of the local intersections.
As I think Tracy also said, we're

3

looking at a phased construction for this

4

facility, the first phase being to construct

5

the driveway, the bus parking lot, the

6

vehicle parking lot and perhaps the terminal

7

building. That stage would be served

8

primarily by buses, local and regional bus

9

service. And the second phase, if commuter

10

rail service is extended, would be to

11

construct the rail spur and the train

12

platform, but those would be done as part of

13

the rail project in the future. And even

14

though it would be built in phases, in order

15

to address cumulative impacts, we have looked

16

at the full build with rail.

17

And that fundamentally is the summary of

18

the information that's contained in the

19

Environmental Assessment.

20

MR. UHUAD: Is that based on the
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21
22
23
24
25

Generation Manual?
MS. STANDLEY: I would have to look
that answer up for you.
So with this, we will move into the
comment portion of the presentation which is

18
1

your opportunity to comment on contents of

2

the environmental impact. Comments can be

3

submitted tonight in writing. They can made

4

verbally; we do have a reporter here who will

5

record all the comments -- and in writing by

6

January 31st. Here is the address. You can

7

leave that up if you like. This is also on

8

the handout that we've got. Submit them to

9

Anna Price here at MaineDOT. And you may

10

also submit your comments to the Federal

11

Highway Administration because this is their

12

decision-making document, and those comments
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13

would be addressed to mark Hasselmann who is

14

sitting in the back of the room.

15

MS. PEREZ: Thank you. I should have

16

done this at the beginning. I would like to

17

take a moment and introduce some of the

18

people who are here. We have Ron Roy who is

19

the director of the Office of Passenger

20

Transportation. Anna Price is the project

21

manager for this project. Gene Uhuad is in

22

the back. He's our airport engineer who's

23

doing the EA for the taxiway. Mark

24

Hasselmann and Peter Kleskovic are from the

25

Federal Highway Administration. Sam McKeeman

19
1

is going to moderate the question and answer

2

period, if there are any. We never know when

3

we come to these whether it's going to be

4

standing room only or if we're going to
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5

outnumber the audience. So we brought Sam

6

for his skills. Sam's a facilitator for the

7

department as well as training all of us who

8

would become facilitators.

9
10
11

I'll open it up to questions, comments,
concerns.
MR. McKEEMAN: That can be based on

12

what Tracy said in her introduction, about

13

what Lisa said as far as data, approach, time

14

line. So what are your thoughts? Any

15

concerns, comments?

16

MS. PEREZ: Before I forget, if any of

17

you have insomnia, we have copies of the full

18

EA for you. If you would like a copy,

19

there's both hard copies and CD. So I'll

20

turn it over to the public.

21

MR. McKEEMAN: Who has any concerns,

22

questions, things that were not clear, things

23

you would like to see that could be added,

24

subtracted, made different, spun in a

25

different direction?
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20
1

MR. ANDREASSON: My name's Chris

2

Andreasson with Vermont Transit Lines. I'm

3

the general manager. Just one comment. I

4

made this comment before, but I would like to

5

have it on the record. From a bus operator's

6

standpoint, quick and easy access from the

7

interstate is very important, and I don't

8

believe that's in the plan at this point; and

9

I think it should be. And that's not just

10

for the buses. It would be for anybody

11

coming by automobile as well.

12

MR. McKEEMAN: But you're speaking for

13

the buses, so yeah. Rather than a left and a

14

right and a left and a right, can there be a

15

direct line is what you're saying right

16

here?

17

MR. ANDREASSON: Yes.

18

MR. McKEEMAN: Good. Good.
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19
20

Interesting comment.
Other thoughts? What you would like to

21

see or what would -- again, now that's a

22

peripheral. That's not this project, but

23

wouldn't it be nice if somebody could also

24

work on that for the bus line?

25

Other thoughts, comments, concerns,

21
1

additions, subtractions, local people that

2

have local knowledge, have you thought about

3

this or do you realize that?

4

MR. ANDREASSON: I've got one other

5

question. On the daily trips coming in you

6

had, if I remember correctly, somewhere's

7

around five or six hundred cars coming in for

8

the train, only about fifty or fifty-five

9

daily coming in for the bus. So it doesn't

10

look like the bus component is a major part
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11
12

of this in that scenario.
MS. STANDLEY: I'd say not in the

13

future scenario with the train service in

14

place that there would be -- there would be

15

fewer bus trips anticipated with train

16

service in place. I'd have to go back and

17

check with the sort of interim where there's

18

bus service only to show for that.

19

MR. ANDREASSON: Thank you.

20

MR. McKEEMAN: Yes?

21

MR. THOMPSON: I'll put in from a

22

comment aspect. As we've had discussions

23

with people from Portland and obviously have

24

had discussions with people from NEPA, we

25

know that they're faced with more and more

22
1

need to create parking opportunities, and I

2

just want to emphasize what we call the back
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3

bay connection to make this accessible

4

because there's a lot of people from this

5

area that are driving as far as Portland to

6

park, to gain access. And a commuter concept

7

is important, but it's also another

8

opportunity to afford parking and access

9

without forcing people to take that last

10

thirty miles into Portland.

11

MR. McKEEMAN: Yes. Good.

12

MR. THOMPSON: And if we don't have

13

that downtown connection directly over to

14

Thompson's Point, then we're going to lose

15

some of the real viability that this will

16

afford to distribute people and have them

17

aggregated at different points and avoid

18

capital costs to a large degree in the City

19

of Portland.

20
21
22
23

MR. McKEEMAN: Good. Good.
Interesting comment.
Make sure you state your names for the
record.
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24
25

Other thoughts? Both interesting
comments, things people have to keep in mind.

23
1

Local knowledge, local cautions,

2

comments, questions, concerns? Some of you

3

drove here tonight. You must have had some

4

reason for driving here tonight.

5

MS. PRICE: If you don't want to speak

6

out publicly, you can always put your comment

7

down in writing as well and provide them to

8

us as an alternative.

9

MR. THOMPSON: I think I can speak a

10

little bit more for the quiet folks or the

11

people that aren't here. There's a strong

12

interest in seeing this move forward. I mean

13

we started this process in 2000, 2001.

14

MS. PEREZ: 2002 I think.

15

MS. STANDLEY: Actually, the traffic
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16

study that cited the documents was prepared

17

in 2001.

18

MS. PEREZ: Then we started in 2000.

19

Again, the numbers -- maybe to get back to

20

Chris' question too, when we do the rail

21

study and we look at all the other options,

22

including transit, we'll have to re-look at

23

all those numbers because they are outdated,

24

but that was the future projected.

25

MR. McKEEMAN: Is Bob speaking for

24
1

people in this room, let's move forward? And

2

he said he certainly talks to other people in

3

the area, and let's move forward. Okay.

4

So I think we can safely assume that

5
6
7

that's a viable thought, move forward.
MR. CLOUTIER: Hello. My name is Rick
Cloutier. I'm the airport manager here in
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8

Auburn-Lewiston. I would have to agree with

9

Bob. We've done -- the airport has done

10

about a two-year master plan they've been

11

working for a couple of years, it was

12

recently completed, that included this as

13

part of an airport master plan. So, you

14

know, it's very viable. It's an important

15

part of even the airport growth.

16
17

MR. McKEEMAN: And it's not something
you can do on your own.

18

MR. CLOUTIER: No. It's impossible.

19

MR. McKEEMAN: You need other people to

20
21

help you do this?
MR. CLOUTIER: It's an important part

22

for the development of the airport and the

23

community. And going back to the Park &

24

Ride, I mean we have twelve to fifteen cars a

25

day that park in our airport parking lot Park
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25
1
2
3

& Ride because the Park & Ride is full.
MR. McKEEMAN: Oh. So there's a need
is what you're saying?

4

MR. CLOUTIER: Yes, there's a need.

5

MR. THOMPSON: In further support of

6

what Tracy indicated that the Transit

7

Committee has modeled the bus run to service

8

this facility and stands by to link it into

9

the city link when it becomes available,

10

right now there's not enough need from the

11

specific employers in the area. So I think

12

the communities have done their planning from

13

the airport, from the land use side, from,

14

you know, the consideration of what the

15

development pattern should be out in that

16

area, and this is an interictal piece of it.

17

MR. McKEEMAN: So the community's

18

ready, the airport's ready, the bus line's

19

ready; let's get it going. That seems to be

20

the emphasis. That's the message.

21

Other thoughts?
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22

MR. ANDREASSON: Speaking for the bus

23

line, we're pretty neutral at this point.

24

The way we look at this, we moved to a new

25

location in Lewiston. It's the Transit

26
1

Center in downtown Lewiston. We're happy

2

with that move. We have seen an increase in

3

ridership comparing the same period of time

4

when we were out further up on 196. So we

5

are kind of neutral. I mean the issue that

6

we're facing here is I doubt very much I can

7

have the same trip stop in both locations, so

8

at a certain point we may have to make a

9

decision as to which location it will serve,

10

which one is the more productive location;

11

but it means either Lewiston or Auburn may be

12

without intercity bus service at a certain

13

point unless another provider is interested
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14

in serving a location, one of the other

15

locations.

16

MR. McKEEMAN: You're not ruling this

17

out, but it's a business decision you'll have

18

to make at some point, okay. Good.

19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Other thoughts, other concerns from your
point of view?
Ma'am, we're in the comment period.
There was a presentation.
MS. HOLDEN: I'm sure there was. I
apologize.
MR. McKEEMAN: That's all right. There

27
1

was a presentation, and people are now kind

2

of just voicing their thoughts about the

3

project.

4

MS. HOLDEN: Well, I have thoughts

5

about transportation, but I'll hold off until
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6

people have had comments on what they just

7

heard.

8

MS. PEREZ: And again, we're taking

9

comments on the Environmental Assessment for

10

the intermodal center. We're not looking at

11

transportation in the whole region or highway

12

issues. We're here regarding what we've

13

looked at for the Auburn intermodal center.

14

MR. McKEEMAN: So if you've got

15
16

something to say.
MS. HOLDEN: Since I haven't had an

17

opportunity to look at that particular

18

document, no.

19
20

MR. McKEEMAN: You can also submit
things in writing.

21

MS. HOLDEN: Yes, I'm aware of that.

22

MR. McKEEMAN: Any other thoughts,

23
24
25

concerns, questions, cautions?
MR. KLESKOVIC: Peter Kleskovic. How
long is the comment period open?
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28
1

MS. PRICE: Until January 31st.

2

MR. McKEEMAN: Another week and a half

3
4

or so.
MS. PRICE: So you can go to our

5

website and submit comments that way. There

6

are some forms here if you want to write them

7

down and leave them. You can contact us via

8

e-mail, which was previously listed up there.

9

MR. McKEEMAN: Maybe put the addresses

10

back up there. You can write to Anna, who is

11

the woman here talking to you, or Mark

12

Hasselmann at Federal Highway.

13
14
15

Anybody else have any concerns about the
conclusions?
MR. UHUAD: The trips being generated

16

by the site, there are some intersections in

17

the vicinity that I believe are close to

18

capacity, so during the construction year
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19

some of those might be -

20

MS. PEREZ: No.

21

MR. McKEEMAN: So he's raising that

22
23

possibility, and you're saying -
MS. PEREZ: I have it back at the

24

office. I can show you that none of them in

25

the immediate vicinity are at your capacity

29
1

and that the studies showed that the traffic

2

that would be coming into and out of this

3

facility, especially because it wasn't all

4

peak hour, would not have any impact on the

5

level of service in the immediate area, but I

6

can show you all that work.

7

MR. McKEEMAN: Do you have other

8

thoughts about why that may conflict with the

9

data?

10

MR. UHUAD: My, not really concern, but
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11

the thing that comes to mind is the

12

intersection of Kitty Hawk Avenue and

13

Washington Street, and right now I don't

14

believe there is a dedicated right-turn lane

15

there. And I assume that most of the cars

16

from the interstate, they will be pouring

17

into that intersection making a right turn.

18

And that might not be impacted. I'm not

19

sure.

20

MR. McKEEMAN: So it may or may not

21

impact. Does anybody know that intersection

22

to know if it's got a right-hand turn?

23

MS. PRICE: We do have traffic

24
25

volume -
MR. UHUAD: On Washington, you know

30
1

where there's a new traffic light and I

2

believe a gas station, I used to stripe that
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3

and there was no dedicated left-turn lane.

4

There's a wide shoulder in there, but with

5

that strip being generated, the storage lane

6

might have to be looked at. I'm not sure,

7

but that's the first thing that comes to

8

mind.

9

MR. McKEEMAN: But it's a cautionary

10

note, somebody needs to look into it and

11

confirm. Good point.

12
13
14
15
16

MS. PEREZ: I can show you all the
traffic studies I have at the office.
MR. McKEEMAN: Washington and Kitty
Hawk may have a problem, it may not.
Any other thoughts from anyone on what

17

was said? That report is full of data, like

18

traffic kind of data and counts at different

19

times. Any thoughts about anything that's

20

been talked about by Tracy or Lisa?

21

Go ahead, Gene.

22

MR. UHUAD: The other thing is that

23

with Option C, I don't know what kind of

24

lighting you have in mind there, but the
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25

airport is nearby and sometimes some of these

31
1

lights might interfere with the visibility of

2

the airport; so I am not sure what's being

3

done to look at that.

4

MS. STANDLEY: In this conceptual

5

design stage details like the actual lighting

6

layout and light structures haven't been

7

evaluated, but of course it would be designed

8

so it didn't interfere.

9

MR. UHUAD: My concern is the lightings

10

that are sometimes used in the parking lots.

11

Some airports use what they call the reels to

12

help the pilots fly. And again, that's a

13

consideration once you get into the detailed

14

design.

15
16

MS. STANDLEY: Right. In the detail of
the design they certainly look at that.
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17

There's plenty of precedence for having

18

parking lots close to runways like that, and

19

so there are precedence for good design for

20

airport parking lot lighting.

21

MR. McKEEMAN: Any other questions

22

about the Environmental Assessment itself,

23

the Environmental Assessment itself?

24

Thoughts, comments, something you want to

25

say? Of course, there is only less than two

32
1
2

weeks for public comment.
MS. PEREZ: Although we will certainly

3

-- I mean if somebody has something they

4

want to say and you're late getting it to us,

5

we will continue to accept them even after

6

the 31st, but we do -- once we submit it to

7

the Federal Highway Administration, it will

8

be too late for us to address them in the
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9
10

document.
MR. THOMPSON: Question. What's the

11

next phase after the submission to Federal

12

Highway from a standpoint of time frame,

13

expectation, what happens?

14

MS. PRICE: We then respond to the

15

comments we receive, and we put together a

16

packet and issue it to Federal Highway

17

requesting a significant impact; and if they

18

agree and feel comfortable with the response

19

to the comments and the documents to date,

20

then they hopefully issue it.

21

MR. THOMPSON: Are there any statutory

22

time frames in which they have to respond?

23

MS. PRICE: Not that I'm aware of, no,

24

but our goal is to wrap it up as soon as we

25

can.

33
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1

MR. ANDREASSON: I've got a procedural

2

question, because I'm from Vermont and we had

3

that issue that came up. How long is this

4

Environmental Assessment good for? I mean

5

suppose the project is delayed, do you have

6

to go through the whole thing all over again

7

after a certain amount of time?

8

MS. PEREZ: It's good for approximately

9

three years. After that time we can update

10

the documents. We don't have to go through

11

the whole thing. We have to go back and look

12

at it and say what's changed, whether it's

13

traffic counts or land use in the area; but

14

it's not starting over from scratch.

15
16
17

MR. McKEEMAN: But that's after the
three-year period of time.
MR. ROY: One of the objectives, of

18

course, is to ensure that the site be

19

protected for this intended use and that it

20

compliments the airport. So I think what

21

this Environmental Assessment will do with
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22

approval of the site is protect that land and

23

not allow it to start to be impacted by

24

development.

25

MR. McKEEMAN: Good point. Other

34
1

comments on the actual development, the

2

Environmental Assessment itself?

3

MS. PEREZ: Well, I want to thank

4

everybody for attending. With that, we will

5

close the public comment.

6
7

(This public hearing concluded at 7:45
p.m., this date.)

8
9
10
11
12
13
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1

REPORTER'S CERTIFICATION

2
3

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a

4

true and accurate transcript of the Auburn

5

Intermodal Passenger Center Public Hearing
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6

recorded by me and reduced to typewriting at

7

my direction.

8
9
10
11
Tammy M. Smith, Court Reporter
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
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